be installed, numbered paragraphs 2, 9, and 10 of the plan
specifically use the term working face, and paragraph 10
states that "the entire blowing curtain may be taken down
after the permanent exhaust line curtain has been extended to
within 10 feet of the working face."  Under the circumstances,
I conclude that all "face" references in the plan provisions
for roof/rib bolting and servicing found at page 12, including
the sketches found at page 13, are intended to apply only to
the working faces.

The respondent's ventilation and methane and dust-control
plan contains several additional requirements for maintaining
proper air ventilation in the mines, and in each instance, the
plan refers to working faces.  The plan requirements for dust
control at the respondent's long wall, page 18, paragraph F,
provides that a minimum of 18,000 C.F.M.'s of air shall reach
the working face where coal is being mined.  The plan require-
ments for mine maps found at page 19 requires a mine map
reference notation for average height and air velocity, as
required, at each working face.  Page 4, paragraph 11, makes
reference to a November 21, 1980, approved section 101(c) modi-
fication petition permitting the respondent to use belt air
entries for coursing intake air to active working faces.

Inspector McCormick defined a "working face" as "an area
from which coal is being extracted on the mining cycle."  She
stated that there is no legal definition of the term "face,"
but she guessed that it would be "the area from which coal is
to be extracted or is being extracted."  When asked whether a
"planned" cut would be considered a "face,11 she answered in
the affirmative.  When asked whether a line curtain would be
required within 10 feet of that "planned" cut, she replied
"no." When asked to explain her answer, she replied "theoret-
ically, this is a rib."  She explained that the fact that a
"rib" had been penetrated, yet not -"squared off" would make
it "a face" (Tr. 102-103).  She confirmed that her understand-
ing of MSHA's position is that a "face" is any location where
an operator plans to extract coal (Tr. 104).  If this is true,
then the inspector's belief that a planned cut does not require
line brattice to within 10 feet, and MSHA's position that it
does are at odds with each other and are contradictory.

Mr. Meadows believed that the terms ''faces" and "working
faces" mean the same thing, and he believed that the require-
ment for maintaining line brattices to within 10 feet of the
face implies that they be so maintained to all faces, includ-
ing idle faces.  In support of this conclusion, Mr. Meadows
relied on "the history and literature on the subject of mine
ventilation."  The only cited literature is a February 1969
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